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Gent
Company

Utah 84527

Dear  Mr .  Gen t :

RE:  Prooosed  A

The unders igned  has  been  appo in ted  by  the  Board  o f  O i l ,  Gas  and
l ' ! . t11 !g - " t  the  Assessment  0 f  f i cb i  fo r  ass6ss ing  pena l t i es  under
uMc/sMc 845 .11-845 .17 .

Enc losed  i s  the  p roposed  c iv i l  pena l t y  assessment  fo r  the  above
re fe renced  v io la t ion ' .  Th is  v io la t ibn  was ' i ssued  by  D iv i s ion
rnspec to r  Dav id  Lo f  on  February  22 ,  1985 .  Ru le  uMb/sMc 945 .2  e t
seq .  has  been  u t i l i zed  to  fo rmu la te  the  p roposed  pena l t y .  By  these
ru les ,  ? l y .wr i t ten  in fo rmat ion ,  wh ich  wa 's  s i romi t t ' eo  by  you  o r  your
agen t  w i th in  15  days  o f  rece ip t  o f  th i s  no t i ce  o f  v io ia t ion ,  n i s
been  cons idered  in  de te rmin ing  the  fac ts  su r round ing  the  v io la t ion
and  the  amount  o f  pena l t y

I l i t h in  f i f t een  ( f sy  days  a f te r  rece ip t  o f  th i s  p roposed
assessment ,  you  o r  your  agen t  may  f i l e  a  wr i t ten  reque i t  fo r  an
assessment  con fe rence  to  rev iew the  p roposed  pena l t y .  (Address  a
reques t  fo r  a  con fe rence  to  Ms .  Jan  b ro ivn ,  a t  the  ibove  address .  )
I f  .no .  t ime ly  reques t  i s  made,  a l l  pe r t inen t  da ta  w i l l  be  rev iewed
and the  pena l t y  w i I l  be  reas iessed ' ,  i f  necessary ,  fo r  a  f i na l i zed
assessment .  Fac ts  w i l l  be  cons idered  fo r  the  f i na l  assessment  wh ich
were  no t  ava i lab le  on  the  da te  o f  the  p roposed  assessment ,  due  to
the  leng th  o f  the  aba tement  per iod .  Th is  assessment  does  no t
cons t i tu te  a  reques t  fo r  payment

re
Enc losure
cc :  D .  Gr i f f i n ,
7 t I40

S incere Iy ,

rhzfu 2'42
Mike  Ear l
Assessment  Of f i ce r

*+t'-''

OSM A lbuquerque  F ie ld  Of f i ce
. . . . . -

on equol opporiunity employer :'

$

Mr.  Char les
Genwa l  Coa I
P  0  Box  1201
Hunt ing ton ,

STATE OF UTAH
NATURAL RESOURCES
Oil ,  Gos & Min ing

355 W. North Temple'3 Triod Center. Suite 350. Sott Loke Citu. UT 84180-1203 . 801-538-5340

Ju ly  15 ,  1985

CERTIFIED RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
P 001  861  888

Normon H. Bongerter, Governor
Dee C. Honsen. Executive Director

Dionne R. Nielson, Ph,D., Division Director

Proposed  Assessment  fo r  S ta te  V io la t ion  No .  Ng5-4 -5 -2



!U,I{ARY 0F PR0POSED ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
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I{ORKSI-IEET FOR ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

C0I.PANY/MINE Genwal/Cranoall Canvon N0/ # N85-4-5-2

PERIvIIT # ACT/OLs/O32

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS

VIOLATION

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS
N84-2-4-1
N84-2-21-1
ffi
ffi
N8l-2-r4-r
m

EFF.DATE PTS
9-L444 I

Tm -T-
ry;; 3--9:Ia:S -T-
ww --r-
Tffi 

--T-

OF

I. HISTORY MAX 25 PTS

A. Are there previous violations which are not pending or vacated,
which faII within 1 year of todayrs date?

ASSESSI€NT DATE July 9, 1985 EFFECTIVE ONE YEAR DATE JuIy 10, 1984

N84-2-9-2
ffi
c84-2-1-1
I6E;TGI-
itffi;I7iT-
N84-2-3-I
N5A:GIAf,--FE-

7-to45
w --T-
WT

3-30-85 1
3-30-85 I
9-14-84 I-FIffi_ -T-

-
I point for each past violation, up to one year
5 points for each past violation in a C0, up to one year
No pending notices shall be counted

TOTAL HISTORY POINTS 20
II. SERI0USNESS (either A or B)

NOT[; For assigrunent of points in parts II and III, the following
appries. Based on the facts supplied by the inspecior, the Assessment
Officer will determine within which category the'violaiion farls.
Beginning at the mid-point of the categoiyr- the A0 wirl adjust the points
up or down, utilizing the inspectorrs anO 6peratorrs statements as guiding
docLunents.

Is this an Event (R) or Hindrance (e) violation? Event

A. Event Violations MAX 45 PTS

IJhat is the event which the violated standard was designed to
prevent? Water Pollution- Other public health hazard

What is the probability of the occurrence of the event which a
violated standard was designed to prevent?

l .

2.

PROBABILITY
None
Insignificant
UnlikeIy
Likely
0ccurred

RANGE
0

I-4
5-9

10-14
L5-20

MID-POINT

2
7

12
L7

ASSIGN PROBABI}.ITY OF MCURRENCE POINTS L2

PR0VIDE AN EXPLANATION 0F P0INTS Per inspector statement a potential public
Leallh hazard elisted due to th" l"ck bf 

"d 
u 

""*"g" 
f i"..

Contl



Page 2 of 3
N85-4-5-2, #1 of 2 cont.

3. l{ould or did the damage or impact remain within the
exploration or permit area? No

l{ithin Exp/Permit Area
RANGE
0-7*

MID-POINT
4

0utside Exp/Permit Area g-25* 16-In assigning points, consider the duration and extent of
said-damage or impact, in terms of area and impact on the
public or environment

ASSIGN DAIAGE POINTS 9

PRoVIDE AN EXPLANATION 0F P0INTS Transmission of disease could be possible
should this situation continue.

B. Hindrance Violations MAX 25 PTS

1. rs this a potential or actual hindrance to enforcement?

RANGE MID-POINT

potentiai- hindrance
Actual hindrance

Assign points based on the extent
violation.
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS

to which enforcement is hindered by the
ASSIGN HINDRANCE POINTS

I-I2
L3-25

7
19

I I I . NEGLIGENCE

TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS (A oT B)

MAX 'O PTS

2L

A. l{as this an inadvertent violation which was unavoidable by the
exercise of reasonable care? IF SO - N0 NEGLIGENCE;
0R was this a failure of a permittee to prevent the occurrence ofa violation due to indifference, lack of'diligence, or lack of
:9""9ry!re^care, or the fairure to abate any iiolaiion due to thesame? IF SO - NEGLIGENCE;
0R Was this violation the result of reckless, knowing, or
intentional conduct? rF s0 - GREATER DEGREE 0F FAULr-iHnru
NEGLIGENCE.

No Negligence 0
Negligence t-15
Greater Degree of Fault L6-tO

MID-POINT
8

27

STATE DEGREE 0F NEGLIGENCE Greater

PRoVIDE AN EXPLANATI0N 0F P0INTS 4ccgrdir.rei,'tb the operators approved mineprtl th"y 
"*itt"o 

to n"uing 
"nqnffiffi6n 

sj.te in Lieu of a sewaoe



Page 3 of 7

IV. GOOD FAITH MAX -20 pTS. (either A or B)

A. Did the operator have onsite the resources necessary to achieve
compli.ance of the violated standard within the permit area? IF S0
-EASY ABATEI.€NT
Easy Abatement Situation

Irmediate Compliance -11 to -20*
(Imnrediately following the issuance of the NOV)
Rapid Conpliance -1 to -10*
(Permittee used diligence to abate the vioj_ation)
Normal Cornpliance 

- 
0

(Operator compried within the abatement period required)
*Assign 

in-upper or rower harf of range depending on abatement
occur r ing in1s to r2ndha l fo faba te ten t ie r ioo l

B. Did the permittee not have the resources at hand to achieve
compliance 0R does the situation require the submission of plans
P:l9l^Ig_plyliqal activity to achieve compliance? rF S0 -
DIFFICULT ABATEI"ENT SITUA1ION

Difficult Abatement Situation
Rapid Compliance _l-1 to _20*
(Permittee used dirigence to abate the vior-ation)
Normal Compliance _l to _10*
(Operator^complied within the abatement period required)
Extended Compliance O(Permittee tbok minimal actions for abatement to stay within
the limits of the NOv or the violated standard, or the plan
submitted for abatement was incomplete) 

- '

EASY OR

PROVIDE

DIFFICULT ABATEI.,€NT? ASSIGN GOOD FAITH POINTS O

V.

AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS
abate violation was not termina

ASSESSMENT SUMMARY FOR

was ven until March 8, 1985 to
I

N85-4-5-2 #T

20...--
ZL--T6-
T--

I. TOTAL HISTORY POINTS
II. TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS

III. TOTAL NEGLIGENCE POINTS
IV. TOTAL GOOD FAITH POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE

July 9, 1985 ASSESSI,ENT OFFICER Mike Earl

59

ASSESSI"€NT DATE

X

77L7Q

PROPOSED ASSESSI'€NT .*;-!.*r FINAL ASSESSMENT
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WffiKSI-IEET FOR ASSESSMENT OF PENALTIES
UTAH DIVISION OF OIL, GAS AND MINING

C0I,PANY/MINE Genwal/Crandall Canvon

PERMIT # ACT/OI5/832

Nov /t Na5-4-5-2

VIOLATION

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS
t{84-2-4-t 9-L4-84 I

ffi 3;f,6. i6 --r-

W m4-3-

OF

I. HISTORY MAX 25 PTS

A. Are there previous violations which are not pending or vacated,
which fall-within 1 year of todayrs date?

ASSESS!,ENT DATE &rly 9, 1985 EFFECTIVE ONE YEAR DATE JuIy 10, 1984

PREVIOUS VIOLATIONS EFF.DATE PTS
N84-2-9-? t-Vo-85 2
ffi
C64U;FI-
ni6a:ZIGI-
N6CZ;I7:{-
N84-2-r-1
N84-4-I4-1 PA

f f i -T
t-to-85 5

f f i -T
B8 

--1-
-3rW -T
-5IeE5 -E-

It84-2-19-r
ffi-lim

3TM 
--T-

@68 
-T-

;@--O-

I point for each past violation, up to one year
5 points for each past violation in a C0, up to one year
No pending notices shall be counted

TOTAL HISTffiY POINTS 20
II. SERIOUSNESS (either A or B)

N0TE: For assigrment of points in Parts II and III, the following
applies. Based on the facts supplied by the inspector, the Assessrent
0fficer will determine within which category the violation falls.
Beginning at the mid-point of the category, the A0 will adjust the points
up or down, utilizing the inspectorrs and operatorrs statements as guiding
doct-rnents.

Is this an Event (A) or Hindrance (B) violation?

A. Event Violations l{AX 45 PTS

What is the event which the violated standard was designed to
prevent? Conducting activi

What is the probabifity of the occurrence of the event which a
vio.Lated standard was designed to prevent?

PROBABILITY RANGE MID-POINT
None 0
Insignificant I-4 2
Unlikely 5-9 7
Likety 10-14 Lz
Occurred L5Ag,, L7

ASSIGN PROBABILITY OF OCCURRENCE POINTS

PR0VIDE AN EXPLANATI0N 0F P0INTS Per tor statement the event has
occurred since the

Event

l .

2.

t5

racJ.r].E].es In t,ne]-x p
rator did ace



Page 2 of 7
N85-4-5-2, {2 of 2 cont.

t. l{ould or did the damage or Lmpact remain within the

MID-POINT
o-7* 4

Outside Exp/Permit Area g-Z5x 16^In 
assigning points, consider the duration and extent of

salg-damage or impact, in terms of area and impact on the
public or environment.

ASSIGN DAMAGE POINTS 10

exploration or permit area?

Within Exp/Permit Area

No-Tnfrir-

RANGE MID-POINT

L-T2 7
Lt-25 L9

to which enforcement is hindered by the
ASSIGN HINDRANCE POINTS

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION oF POINTS The ia1 for damaqe will
the amount of use of the forest deIE road.
enc

B. Hindrance Violations MAX 25 PTS

1. rs this a potential or actuar hindrance to enforcement?

Potential hindrance
Actual hindrance

Assign points based on the extent
viol-ation.
PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION OF POINTS

TOTAL SERIOUSNESS POINTS (A or B) 25

I I I . NEGLIGENCE MAX 'O PTS

NEGLIGENCE.

No Negligence
Negligence
Greater Degree of Fault

STATE DEGREE 0F NEGLIGENCE Greater

A. Was this an inadvertent violation which was unavoidable by the
exercise of reasonable care? IF S0 - N0 NEGLIGENCE;
0R Was this a failure of a permittee to prevent the occurrence of
a violation due to indifference, rack of diligence, or lack of
reasonabl-e care, or the failure to abate any violaiion due to the
same? IF S0 - NEGLIGENCE;
0R }ias this violation the result of reckless, knowing, or
intentionar conduct? rF s0 - GREATER DEGREE 0F FAulr-iunru

0
1-15

L6-70

MID-POINT
I

27

of fault

PROVIDE AN EXPLANATI0N 0F POINTS The i r indicates that the
tors permit specifically statE

Iocated.
ace rac



N85-4:t-2, l|2 of 2 cont.
Page 3 of 3

IV. GOOD FAITH !44I -20 PTs. (either A or B)

A. Did the operator have onsite the resources necessaxy to achieve
compliance of Lhe violated standard within the permit area? IF S0
-EAsY ABATEMENT
Easy Abatement Situation

Immediate Compliance
(Immediately following the
Rapid Compliance
(Permittee used diligence
Norma1 Compliance

-11 to -20*
issuance of the NOV)
-1 to -10*

to abate the violation)
0

B.

(0perator complied within the abatement period required)
*Assign 

in-upper or lower half of range depending on abatement
occurring in Ist or 2nd half of abatement ieriod.

Did the permittee not have the resources at hand to achieve
compriance 0R does the situation require the submission of plans
qligl_to_physical activity to achieve compliance? IF S0 -
DIFFICULT ABATEMENT SITUATION

Difficult Abatement Situation
Rapid Compliance -lI to _20*
(Permittee used diligence to abate the violation)
Normat Comptiance i-io--io*
(0perator compried within the abatement peri.od required)
Extended Compliance 0
(Permittee took minimal actions for abatement to stay within
the limits of the NOV or the violated standard, or the pran
submitted for abatement was incomplete)

PROVIDE AN
to abate.

EASY OR DIFFICULT ABATEMENT? ASSIGN GOOD FAITH POINTS O

EXPLANATION OF POINTS The ator was qiven until i l  8. 1985
rator was ranted an ex on swele lece on

ASSESSMENT SUMMARY FOR N85-4-5-2 t2

I. TOTAL HISTORY POINTS
II. TOTAL SERIOUSI.IESS POINTS

III. TOTAL NEGLIGENCE POINTS
IV. TOTAL GOOD FAITH POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED POINTS

TOTAL ASSESSED FINE

20---E-
L )

-------0--

$1,940

57

ASSESSMENT DATE

X

July 9, 1985 ASSESSI,€NT-,:OFFICER Mike Earl

73T3Q
PROPOSED ASSESSI.ENT FINAL ASSESSMENT


